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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 8-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 8-22 recite functional descriptive 
limitations i.e. a computer program per se which is deemed non-statuatory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1,2,4-15 and 23 - 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Lett et al (US 5,592,551 ). 

Regarding claims 1, 8 and 23 Lett discloses a method and a computer program 
capable of generating digital data representing information communicated in a vertical 
interval of a video signal comprising receiving EPG data communicated within a VBI or 
a video signal (see col 5 lines 22 - 33). Lett further discloses the VBI data decoder 
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extracts and filters the data (see col 8 lines 45 - 50, details of decoder provided in 
application 08/229,805 which is incorporated by reference). It is noted that data 
extracted from the VBI decoder is generated by filtering and processing before it is 
stored in DRAM 137 (see col 8 lines 45 - 50). It is noted that since and EPG is 
displayed to a user, necessarily an EPG is generated i.e. indexed from parsed data (see 
fig 4A, 4B). 

Regarding claim 2, Lett discloses EPG data is accessible to a user via television 
interface 20 (see fig 2). 

Regarding claims 4 and 10, Lett discloses broadcasting coded data in the VBI 
(as discussed above) and further discloses a cable headend 12 (fig 1) which transmits 
over transmission lines or co-axial cables (see col 4 lines 22 - 26). 

As to claims 5 and 12, it is noted that Lett discloses broadcasting coded data in 
the VBI (as discussed above) wherein the signal is a telestial broadcast signal (see fig. 
1 and col 4 lines 22 - 26). 

As to claims 6 and 11, it is noted that Lett discloses broadcasting coded data in 
the VBI (as discussed above) wherein the signal is a satellite broadcast signal (see fig. 
1 and col 4 lines 22 - 26). 

Claim 7 is met by the above. 

Regarding claim 9, Lett discloses receiving EPG data broadcasting the non- 
video VBI (as discussed above) and thus discloses the claimed limitation. 
Claim 13 is met by the above. 
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Regarding claim 14, Lett discloses the computer program is an embedded 
software application as necessary controlling and reproducing the EPG (see 104 - fig. 
3). 

Regarding claim 15, Lett discloses decoding the data and thus discloses 
converting the data from coded data to non-coded data and thus discloses the claimed 
limitation. 

Regarding claim 24, Lett discloses an EPG with a channel identifier (See 'HBO' 
or "ESPN 1 in fig 4B). 

Regarding claim 25, Lett discloses an EPG comprising generating an EPG that 
is inherently driven by a data management code segment having at least one 
application program interface capable of supporting a user interface, data loading and 
manipulation and data mapping. It is noted that a user can interface and select to tune 
(see fig 5), EPG data is loaded and manipulated to form the EPG (see fig 5) and EPG 
data is mapped to form and display an EPG. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 3 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lett et al (US 5,592,551). 

Regarding claim 3, Lett fails to disclose the claimed disk drive. Official Notice is 
taken a disk drive is well-established, reliable and cost effective memory for storing 
data. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Lett to include the claimed limitation for the 
benefit of utilizing a well-established, reliable and cost effective memory. 

Regarding claim 16, Lett discloses a decoder for filtering the digitally encoded 
data but fails to disclose converting the decoded data into a binary data string. Official 
Notice is taken it is well known to convert data into digital data (binary data string) for 
storage to reduce latency associated with storing and retrieving analog data. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Lett to include the claimed limitation for the benefit of 
reducing latency associated with storing analog data. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 17-22 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 



Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Florin et al (US 5,583,560) - Selective display of listing information 
Yuen (US 5,621 ,579) - Selective playing back of programs 
Hendricks et al (US 5,990,927) - Advanced set top terminal 
Klosterman et al (US 6,078,348) - TV schedule system 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vivek Srivastava whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7304. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9 am to 6 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571 ) 272 - 7331 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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